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PREFACE 


Tux continual outery that for theſe two 


years paſt has been made in France againſt 
thoſe whom they call the RefraQtory Clergy : 
the depriving them of their benefices, con- 
fining them in priſons, and the horrid maſſa- 
cre of ſome hundred: of them lately com- 
mitted by the Pariſian and ſome other mobs; 
may have inclined numbers of Engliſhmen 
to wonder what motives could induce them 
to make themſelves the objefts of ſuch vio- 
lent fury and perſecution? We have indeed 
been informed that the reaſon why they are cal- 
led Refratory, is, on aecount of their refuſing to 


take the Oath framed by the National Aſ- 


ſembly, by which they were required to ſwear 
| that 


oe TIO OOGABIIE PE HED. = ons = ee 1 


600-1 
that they accepted the Decree concerning 
what they called the Civil Conſtitution of the 
Clergy. And here any one who is uninformed 
of the Rate of the caſe, may, with all appear- 


ance of reaſon, ſay, that he who Uh: 425 to 
take an Oath appointed by the Legiſlature 
to be taken as a Teſt of his Allegiance, juſtly 
deſerves, both to be called dry, and to 
ſuffer the. puniſhment preſcribed by the laws 
for fuch refuſal. As I have not ſeen any 
thing in the Engliſh language tending to juſ- 
tify their conduct and to wipe off the aſper- 
ſions thrown upon them: and as a little pam- 
phlet publiſhed the year before laſt in Paris 
containing the motives of their refuſal of that 
Oath accidentally fell into my hands: I thought 
a tranflation of it would not be unacceptable 
io the public. 
Several of the French Clergy, who, to 
ſave themſelves from a Maſſacre fimilar to 
that which took place on the ſecond of Sep- 
tember laſt, have taken refuge in this coun- 
try; 


L vii J 

try; have been received with all that com- 
paſſion, benevolence, and humanity, for which 
the Engliſh Nation is famous, Perſons of all 
ranks and degrees, like truly charitable Sama- 
ritans, have come forward in their behalf, 
and formed liberal ſubſcriptions for their re- 
lief: which benevolence and generoſity can- 
not fail of bringing down divine bleſſings up- 
on them: for Jeſus Chriſt has ſolemnly pro- 
miſed, Matth. x. 42. that Whoever ſhall give 
to drink unto one of theſe little ones a cup of cold 
water only, he ſhall in no wiſe loſe his reward. 
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A DIALOGUE 


BETWEEN A 
x 
PARISHIONER AND THE RECTOR OF HIS PARISH, &<. 


re.. 


Pariſhioner, || come, Sir, to aſk whether it be true, 
that you are determined not to take the Civic Oath? 

Redor. I am not, Sir, in the leaſt, diſpleaſed at the 
queſtion you propoſe to me; for it furniſhes me with 
an opportunity of explaining to you the motives of 
my conduct. I was apprehenſive that my refuſal to 
take that Oath might become to my pariſhioners a 
cauſe of offence by diſturbing the peace of their 
minds: and therefore I will readily converſe with 
you on this ſubject, and give you a ſatisfattory an- 
ſwer to every thing that you ſhall think proper to 
ptopoſe to me. 0 

P. Ido not ſee that any great explanation is ne- 
ceſſary: The Nation requires you to take the Oath: 
therefore you ought to take it. To me this appears 
an undeniable conſequence. 

/ 

R. The requiring me to take an Oath, is a ſuth- 

cient reaſon for ſerious reflection on what that Oath 


contains, When any one takes an Oath, he calls 
B God 


E 
God to bear witneſs that he ſpeaks according to the 
diftates of his own conſcience; that he thinks in 
his heart what he utters in words; and that he in- 
tends to do what he promiſes. No one ought to 
take an Oath on the word of another: and he that 
ſwears, ought to be thoroughly convinced that the 
propoſed Oath does not bind him to do any thing 
but what is true, good, and lawful. For God com- 
mands us never to {wear but 1n truth, in judgment, 
and in righteouſneſs*. And, Sir, you well know, 
that if God requires this of even every one of the 
faithful, the paſtors are ſtill more ſtrictly bound to 
obſerve it. What would you think of me, if you 
- ſhould hereafter come to know that what I had ſworn 
to do or obſerve, is contrary to the principles of re- 
ligion. 

P. Sir, you ſpeak very reaſonably : but as the 
National Aſſembly has ordered it, there ſurely can - 

not be any harm in taking the Oath. 

R. If this Oath contained nothing but what re- 
lated to the government of the State, every one of 
the Clergy would think himſelf bound to do what 
the Aſſembly requires of him; but as this Oath 
contains matters that are contrary to religion, we 
are obliged in conſcience to refuſe to take it. 

P. Permit me, Sir, to tell you, that you are 
miſtaken. They require nothing of the Clergy, 
but only to ſwear that they will be faithful to the 
Nation, to the Law, and to the King, and to main- 


Thou ſhak ſwear: As the Lord liveth, in truth, and in judg- 
nent, and in juſtice, Jerem. iv. 8. : 
| tain 


ES}, 


tain the Conſtitution of the kingdom: there is not 
a word in it that regards religion. 

R. Sir, you do not take notice of one thing, 
which is nevertheleſs very obvious: and that is, 
that the conſtitution implies the aggregation of all 
the decrees which are called conflitutional. decrees ; 
and that amongſt thoſe decrees there are many 
which a Miniſter of the Goſpel cannot approve 
without rendering himſelf criminal in the fight of 
God. | 

P. It is not neceſſary to approve of them, it is 
ſufficient to conform to them. 

FN. Sir, no one can ſay, that, taking the propoſed 
Oath would not imply a conſent to the execution of 
all the decrees; and, as you yourſelf acknowledge, 
an engagement to conform to them: an engage- 
ment which would bind the perſon who ſwears, to 
obſerve, not only thoic decrees which. at preſent 
form a part of the Conſtitution ; but alſo thoſe that 
may be added hereafter. Nor can any one ſay, 
that among the decrees that will hereaſter be made, 
there will not be any that will be contrary to reli-- 
gion. Wich regard to thoſe that already exiſt, there 
are] many that are contrary to ſound doctrine. 
Wherefore no Catholick, and, a foritorz no Mini- 
ſter of the Goſpel can bind himſelf by Oath to 
ſupport and maintain the conſtitution of the king- 
dom to the utmoſt of his power. 

P. You would have reaſon to ſay fo, Sir, if reli- 
gion itſelf was concerned in the propoſed meaſures : 
but all the publick papers aſſure us that they do not 
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in the leaſt touch upon this article, and that the 
only change that is made is in the Geography of 
Religion. ä | 

N. I know that this is what they falſely publiſh. 
But, Sir, to undeceive you on this head, it will be 
ſufficient for me to ſhew you ſome of the decrees 
of the Aﬀembly: and then you will be able to 
judge whether we are wrong when we ſay that they 
encroach upon religion itſelf. 

To pretend that they change nothing but the 
Geography of religion, is an attempt to perſuade 
the people that the conflitution has no other object 
than to alter the limits of the dioceſes and pariſhes. 
But thoſe decrees which forbid the new biſhops to 
receive their confirmation from the Pope according 
to the right which the Church has reſerved to him: 
thoſe decrees which moreover deprive the biſhops 
of this kingdom of the power of governing their 
dioceſes, and make them dependent on the prieſts 
who form their council; thoſe decrees which au- 
thoriſe unapproved prieſts to exerciſe the function 
of vicars in the pariſhes, contrary to the will of the 
Church, which declares to the faithful, that, ex- 
cepting only the caſe of extreme neceſſity, they 
cannot be abſolved from their ſins but only after 
having confeſſed them to a prieſt, approved by the 
biſhop; theſe decrees, I ſay, and many others 
which I could cite, and which now make a part of 
the new conſtitution; do they relate only to the 
new boundaries of the dioceſes? Do they produce 
no other effect than merely an alteration in the map 

ie 
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of France? Do not they evidently encroach upon 

xeligion itſelf ? Do not they diſturb the governs 
ment of the Church eſtabliſhed by Jeſus Chriſt? 
I believe, Sir, you are ſufficiently acquainted with 
your religion, to perceive that the articles which I 
have pointed out to you in the new Conſtitution ate 
far from agreeing with your Catechiſm, 

P. I ſee, Sir, they have gone further than they 
have informed us; but, aſter all, theſe changes da 
not in the leaſt regard Faith, which is the main 
point to be conſidered. 

R, In this, Sir, you are miſtaken. Theſe decrees 
attack Faith itſelf. I will now ſhew this to be the 
caſe; and I will take care not to aſſert any thing 
without furniſhing you with the proof of my aller. 
tion, 

It is an article of Faith clearly taught by St. Paul“, 

that the Church was eſtabliſhed by Jeſus Chriſt and 
his Apoſtles: that ſhe is founded on Chriſt, who is 
the chief corner ſtone; and. therefore cannot ac- 
knowledge any laws to form a part of her conſtitu- 
tion, but only thoſe which ſhe received from Jeſus 
Chriſt, and thoſe which ſhe herſelf has made in 
conſequence of the power which ſhe received from 
him. Yet theſe decrees change the conſlitution or 
diſcipline of the Church, and ſubſlitute another 
which cannot but be foreign to her. 


* Ye are fellow citizens with the Saints and the domeſticks of 
God: built upon the foundation of the apoſtles aud prophets, Jeſus 
Chriſt himſelf being the chief corner ſtone: in whom all the build» 
ing groweth up into an holy temple in the Lord. EH ii. 19, 20, 24. 


It 
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It is an article of Faith, connefted with the firſt 
elements of the Catholick Religion, that the Biſhop 
of Rome is the ſucceſſor of St. Peter, the viſible 
head of the Church, and that in virtue of this title, 
he has a primacy of juriſdiction throughout the whole 
Cure, in the exerciſe of which he is independent 
of every temporal power whaiſdever. Yet by theſe 
decrees they endeavour to overturn the whole go- 
vernment of the Church without his conſent. 

It is an article of Faith expreſſed in the facred 
ſcriptures, that the Holy Ghoſt has eſtablifhed biſhops 
to govern the Church of God“; and that, in conſe- 
quence they have a commiſſion to guide their reſpec- 
tive flocks; but in conſequence of theſe decrees, 
the biſhops themfelves will be no longer the gover- 
nors of their dioceſe; ſince their atis of juriſdic- 
tron will not be admitted as valid, without the con- 
ſent of their inferior prieſts, 

It is an article of Faith that the biſhops are ſupe- 
rior to prieſts: this is declared by the Council of 
Trentf; yet by thefe decrees the biſhop will be 
made ſubject to prieſts in the government of his 
dioceſe, fince, in his council he is laid under an ob- 
ligation of acting according to the plurality of votes, 
though contrary to his own judgment. 


® Take heed to yourſelves and to the whole flock, over which the 
Holy Ghoſt hath placed you biſhops to rule the church of God, 
which he hath purchaſed with his own blood. As xx. 28. 
+ $i quis dixerit epiſcopos non effe preſbyteris ſuperiores, vel eam 


{poteſtatem) quam habent, PO eee an 
thema fat. Conc. Trid. Sefſ, 2g. can, 2. 


It 
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In is moreover an article of Faith acknowledged 
yt Fathers of the Council of Trent, that the 
urch does not conſider as its lawful miniſters, 
any, but thoſe who have received from itſelf a ca- 
nonical miſſion®* ; but by theſe decrees, without any 
other miſſion or authority than that of the National 
Aſſembly, the firſt, and, in his abſence the ſecond 
vicar of the biſhop, has the right of exerciſing epiſ- 
copal juriſdiftion during the vacancy of the Sees; 
and moreover, by theſe decrees the new biſhops re- 
ceive their miſſion from their metropolitan or from 
the oldeſt biſhop, in ſpite of the law in force, by 
which the Church reſerves this right to the Holy 
See. | 
It is an article of Faith as ancient as the chriſtian 
religion itſelf, and confirmed by the univerſal 
Church in the councils of Conſtance and Trentt, 
that no power or authority but that of the Church 
itſelf can change its diſcipline; but without having 
any recourſe to the ſpiritual authority of the Church, 
the National Aſſembly has dared of its own authority 
to decree ſeveral innovations which change this 
diſcipline. 
Now, Sir, I aſk you, if a Miniſter of God can 
bind himſelf by Oath to concur in the execution of 
ſuch decrees: and whether he ought not to expoſe 


Si quis dixerit epiſcopos, aut eos qui nec ab eccleſiaſticà & ca- 
nonic poteſtate rite ordinati nec miſh ſunt, ſed aliunde veniunt, le- 
gitimos eſſe verbi & ſacramentorum miniftros, anathema fit. Conc. 
Trid. Se. ag. can. 7. 
7 Habenda eſt pro lege quam non licet reprobare, aut fine eccleſis 
auctotitate mutage, Conc, Conſtant. Seſſ. 4g. idem Conc, Trid. Seſſ 21. 

| himſelf 
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himſelf to ſuffer death a thouſand times rather thati 
in this manner to betray the intereſts of the religion 
of which he is a miniſter. 

P. I never thought, Sir, that the decrees of the 
Aſſembly had been ſo contrary to religion: I aow 
perceive how much pain the taking the Oath muſt 
give to a man ſo much attached to his duty as you 
are. But can you not at leaſt ſubmit to ſweat to the 
obſervance of thoſe decrees which relate only to 
diſcipline ? 

K. TothisI anſwer, firſt : that the Oath they re- 
quire us to take extends to every one of the decreed 
articles: that they will not allow us to make the 
leaſt exception or reſtriction; ſo that no one can 
ſubſcribe to one of them without ſubſcribing to 
them all, Wherefore if there was only one that 
was contrary to religion, we could not take the 
Oath without contracting the guilt of betraying it. 

Neither is it in any wiſe lawful for us to ſwear 
that we will ſubmit, and act according to thoſe de- 
crees that relate only to diſcipline, as appears from 
the very reaſon which I bave juſt now mentioned; 

that is, that none but the rulers of 'the Church have 
authority to alter the diſcipline of the Church. 

I will now produce a witneſs of a different kind 
from thoſe whom I have before quoted. It is M. 
Mirabeau the elder : here are his own words, taken 
from a work beating his name, and of which he 
avows himſelf to be the author.—* It belongs to 
« the Church, the Hierarchy of which is of Divine 
* Right, to regulate the wintine of deciding the 


« cauſes 
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&* cauſes which are within her juriſdiction, and ſhe 
* has authority to pronounce upon each of them: 
« for to preſume to regulate the rights of the chriſtian 
* tterarchy eſtabliſhed by God himſelf, as the Council 
« of Trent ſays, ig moſt aſſuredly the greateſt pre- 
„ ſumption which the Civil power can be guilty of a- 
« gainſt Religious authority*.” 

P. But, Sir, is it probable that the Aſſembly would 
have dared to make ſuch alterations, if it was evi- 
dent that they were contrary to the rights of the 
Church? 

R. Sir, as I know you to be a candid man, it will 
be eaſy to give you information on this ſubjeR : 
for this purpoſe, I ſhall enter into ſome detail; but 
I will make what I have to ſay as intelligible as pol- - 
ſible. 

When I ſay that the Church alone has the power 
of regulating or altering its diſcipline, I mean that the 
Church has the ſole right and power of governing 
itſelf, and of making ſuch laws as ſhall be neceſſary 
for its internal and external polity, or its good go- 
vernment in faith and diſcipline: and that no tem- 
poral power can make laws for the Church, nor 
change or alter thoſe which the Church has made. 
No power ever queſtioned this right, before the time 
of Luther and Calvin: nor can any perſon now rea- 
ſonably call it in queſtion. 

Jeſus Chriſt bimſelf being the founder of the 
religion which we profeſs; all ſpiritual authority 
muſt be, and is derived from him alone. Now he 


M. de Mirabeau, de la Monarchie Pruſſiene. 
C has 
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has given this authority to the apoſtles and to their 
| ſucceſſors: for it was to them he ſaid (Maith. xxviii. 
19} © All power is given unto me in heaven and 
* on earth: Gove. therefore and teach all nations, 
0 baptizing them ia the name of the Father, and 
* of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt: teach- 
ing them to obſerve all things whatſoever I 
have commanded you.” Do you think, Sir, Je- 
fus Chriſt would bave ſaid this to his Church, if he 
had not intended thereby to give it all the autho- 
rity that was neceſſary to govern itſelf? How could 
the Church ſuſſiciently watch over the ſacred depo- 
fit of faith and morality, if it was not authorized 
to make ſuch laws of diſcipline for the good of the 
faithful, as circumſtances ſhould require? 

It was in conſequence of this divine miſſion 
and authority, that the apoſtles, being aſſembled in 
council at Jeruſalem, preicribed certain things to 
be obſerved, as then neceſſary to ſalvation“, and 
give us clearly to underſtand that they received 
from the Holy Ghoſt that authority which they ex- 
erciſed in making this decree. In like manner 
when St. Paul viſited the Churches he ordered them 
to obſerve the precepts of the apoſtles and ancientst, 
and he himſelf made ſome new ones, Who is there 
that does not know that after complaining of many 


It hath ſeemed good to the Holy Ghoſt and to us, to lay no far- 
ther upon you than theſe neceſſary things: that you abſtain from 


things facrificed to idols, and from blood, &c. Atts xv. 28. 


+ He went through all Syria and Cilicia, confirming the churches: 
commanding them to keep the precepts of the apoſlles, and the an- 


cicats. AA xv. 41. | 


abuſes 
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abuſes that had been introduced into the aſſemblies 
of the Church of Corinth, and having preſcribed 
certain regulations for the reforming of thoſe abu- 
ſes; he ſtill reſerves to himſelf the power of giving 
further orders when he ſhould be arrived among 
them*. The ſame apoſtle does not heſitate to pro- 
nounce cenſures againſt the refractory by deliver- 
ing Hymeneus and Alexander to Satan, that they 
might learn not to blaſphemet : he treats the inceſ- 
tuous Corinthian with equal ſeverityf, and glories 
in having received from jeſus Chriſt him{elf the 
power of puniſhing prevarication in this mannerh. 
This conduct of the apoſtles was imitated by their 
ſucceſſors without interruption: and from the very 
beginning of chriſtianity the chief paſtors bave 
conſtantly exerciſed the legiſlative power in the 


Church. 


* If any man be hungry, let him eat at home; that you come not 
together unto judgment. And the reſt I will ſet in order, when 1 
come. 1 Cor. xi. 34. 

+ Hymeneus and Alexander; whom I have delivered up to Satan 
that they may learn not to blaſpheme. x T /n. i. 20. 

+ I indeed abſent in body, but preſent in ſpirit, have already 
judged, as though I were preſent; him that hath fo done. In the 
name of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, you being gathered together and my 
ſpirit, with the power of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt; to deliver ſuch a 
one to Satan for the deſtruftion of the fleſh, that the ſpirit may be 
ſaved in the day of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 1 Cor. v. 3. 

$ Therefore I write theſe things being abſent, that, being preſent, 
I may not deal more ſeverely, according to the power which the 
Lord hath given me unto cdiſication, and not unto deſtruction. 
2 Cor. xiii. 10. 

Paitoral Inſtruction of the Biſhop of Boul, 
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This power which the Church had been accuſ- 
tomed to exerciſe during the reign of pagan empe- 
rors, it continued to exerciſe after the Emperors had 
become chriſtians: and whenſoever it happened 
that any one of them preſumed to interfere in ſpiri- 
_* tual matters, there were always biſhops who called 
upon them to keep within the bounds of their tem- 
poral authority. Hear what the great Hoſius Biſhop 
of Cordova wrote to the Emperor Conſtantius*. 
« God who has given the Empire to you, has com- 
« mitted to us the government of the Church: and 
as he who would rob you of the Empire, would 
« overturn the order eſtabliſhed by God: ſo you 
© ought to fear leſt by interfering in eccleſiaſtical 
« affairs, you ſhould thereby become guilty of a 
« great fin.” Such alſo was what St. Gelaſius wrote 
to the Emperor Anaſtaſius t. Noble Prince, ſaid 
4 this Pope, there arc two powers by which this 
« world is chiefly governed; the ſacred authority 
„of Biſhops, and the Regal power.—And if the 
„ Biſhops, knowing that you have received your 
authority from heaven, obey the laws which you 
« make for the good government of your Empire, 
* ought not you with the ſame readineſs to ſubmit 
« yourſelyes to thoſe whom God has authoriſed to 
« be the diſpenſers of his divine myſteries.” 

P, I have often heard ſay that the Church uſurped 
that power. 


* Hofius, apud Athanaſ. Ep. ad Monach. 
+ St, Gelaſius, Ep. 8. 2 
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R. Take notice, Sir, that no Catholick can enter- 
tain ſuch a thought; becauſe it implies that the 
apoſtles themſelves were the firft uſurpers of that 
power, and that the whole Church were guilty of 
continuing the ſame uſurpation: which is an impu- 
tation unfit to come from any mouth but that of a 
Luther or a Calvin. 

Beſides the reaſon I have already given; there 
is another which proves this power and authority 
which the Church has enjoyed and exerciſed in 
every age, has not been uſurped over the temporal 
Sovereigns: and that is, that the Sovereigns them- 
ſelves have been the firſt to acknowledge that this 
power belongs to the Church, and * protected 
the exerciſe thereof. 

It was not unknown to the 8 that the 
Biſhops maintained theſe rights of the Church; 
they maintained them openly, and oſten in their 
preſence. St. Ambroſe ſaid to the Emperor Valen- 
tinian*; * It belongs to the Biſhop to judge all mat- 
« ters relating to faith and eccleſiaſtical diſcipline.” 
And St. John Damaſcene writing on the Venera- 
tion of Images, ſayst; The deciſion of theſe mat- 
« ters does not belong to Emperors, but to Coun- 
„ cils. For it was not to Kings, but to the Apoſtles 
* and their Succeſſors, that Jeſus Chriſt gave the 
power of binding and looſing: nor will any per- 
* ſon be ever able to-convince me that the Church 
* ought to be governed by Emperors; on the con- 


8. Ambroſe ad Valent. Ep. 21. 
+ 8. Joan. Dartiaf: de Imag. Orat, 4. 
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* trary it is governed by the decrees of the Fathers;” 
And Pope Nicholas I. maintains the ſame dottrine 
in his letter to the Emperor Michael“. 

The moſt powerful Emperors have alſo ſolemnly 
acknowledged they had no authority to interfere in 
the government of the Church. Conſtantine was 
preſent at the Council of Nice, wherein many ca- 
nons of diſcipline were made. But we do not 
read, that whilſt the Fathers were ſilent, the Empe- 
ror took upon himſelf to decide any thing. They 
pronounced their decrees, and the Emperor was no 
more than a mere witneſsf. Valentinian knew ſa 
well the limits of his authority, that according to 
Sozoment, be thought it not Jawful for him to lay 
the leaſt injunction on the Miniſters of the Altar, 
nor to make any alteration in any thing relating to 
the laws of the Church, even when he ſaw means of 
reforming or bringing things to greater perfection. 
Hear now bow the Emperor Baſil expreſſed himſelf 
in the admirable ſpeech which be made in the 
eighth General Councilf. It in no wiſe belongs 
« 10 the Laity, or to the Civil Magiſtrate to ſay any 
thing in Eccleſiaſtical cauſes: for the cognifance 
and diſcuſſion of ſuch matters belongs to Biſhops 

; » a 


* $i Imperator catholicus eſt, filius eſt, non præſul Ecclefiz.---Ad 

Sacerdotes enim voluit Deus quæ eccleſtz diſponenda ſunt pertinere, 

non autem ad ſæculi poteſtates. Nicolaus J. caps. Si bmperator. 

+ Fleury, Hiſt. Eccleſ. J. 11. 

7 Sozomen, Hiſt. J. 6. c. 22. x 

Non datum eſt laicis aut iis qui civilibus officiis mancipantur, ſe- 

cundum canonem, dicendi quidquam de ecclefiaſticis cauſis; opus enim 
hoc 


E 


* and Prieſts —All that relates to ſpiritual affairs 
« belongs to the Miniſters of the Lord who are 
* authoriſed to govern and ſanctify ſouls, who have 


the power of binding and looſing, and who have 
received the keys of the kingdom of heaven. 
« Theſe are not things belonging to our juriſdic- 
tion; we ſtand in need of being fed, ſanctiſied, 
* bound, and looſed: for how religious, how wiſe 
« ſoever a Layman may be, and how great ſoever 
« may be the holineſs of his life, while he continues 
* a Layman, he is no more than one of the flock. 
On the other hand how unworthy ſoever a Biſhop 
may be of his epiſcopal dignity; while he is at- 
© tached to the Truth, he always retains the Au- 
* thority of a Paſtor. Since then we are only the 
« Shcep of the Fold of Chriſt; why ſhould we 
« preſume to judge the Paſtors he has appointed to 
« govern us? Why ſhould we oppoſe to them our 

« falle 


hec pontificum & ſacerdotum eſt. Hoc enim inveſtigare et quærere 
patriar. harum, pontificum, et ſacerdotum eſt, qui regiminis officium 
ſortiti ſunt, qui ſanRificandi, qui ligandi et ſolvendi poteſtatem habent, 
qui eccleſiaſticas et cœleſtes adepti ſunt claves: non noftrum qui paſci 
debemus, qui ſanRtificari, qui ligari, vel a ligamento ſolvi egemus. 
Quantzcumque enim religionis et ſapientiæ laicus exiſtat, vel etiamſi 
univerſa virtute interius polleat, donec laicus eft, ovis vocari non deſi- 
net. Rurſusque, quantacumque epiſcopus fit irreverentia et irreligio- 
ſitate plenus et nudus omni virtute, donec antiſtites eſt ct veritatis ver- 
bum rette prædicaverit, paſtoris mentionis & dignitatis damna non pa- 
tietur. Quz ergo nobis ratio eſt in ordine ovium conſtitutis paſtores 
verborum ſubtilitate diſcutiendi, ea quæ ſuper nos ſunt quærendi et am- 
biendi ? Oportet nos cum timore et fide ſincerà hoc adire et a facie 
corum vercti, cum ſint miniſtri Domini ommpoteutis, et hujuſmodi 

| ſormam 


1 6 


u falſe ſubtleties, and preſume to decide things that 
« are out of our ſphere ? —But what is it that we 
« now ſee? A great number of perſons, who, for- 
« getting their condition; forgetting that they are 
only the feet of the myſtical body of Chriſt; pre- 
„ ſume to give laws to thoſe who are the eyes 
of the ſame body. They are always the firſt to 
« accuſe their Superiors; and the laſt to correct 
their own faults. I therefore admoniſh all thoſe 
« who deſerve this reproach, to look better to their 
« own conduct, to preſume no longer to judge their 
« judge, and to behave benceforward in a manner 
more conformable to the will of God, by repreſ- 
"i fing their hatred and relinquiſhing their calum- 
« nies: for the ſupreme judge beholds their con- 
dukt; he will let looſe the reins of his anger 
« againſt them; and, by its dreadful eſſects, they 
% will feel the whole weight of his vengeance.” 
Such alſo have been the ſentiments of our own 
Kings, and their Capitulars have ſpoken as expreſsly 
on this ſubjeR, as the Paſtors of the Church. In 


formam poſſideant, et nihil amplius quam ea quz ſunt noſtri ordinis 
requirere. Nunc autem videmus adeo multos malitia in inſaniam ac- 
cendi, ut, obliviſcentes propru ordinis et quod pedes fint minime co- 
gitantes, legem ponexe velint oculis. Et ſinguli ad accuſandum qui- 
dem majores exiſtunt ſemper promptiſſimi, ad corrigendum autem 
quid quam corum in quibus accuſantur et criminantur pigerrimi. Sed 
monco et exhortor omnes qui tales ſunt, ut maledictum et alternum 
odium averientes, et judicare judices deſinentes, attendant ſibi et ſecun- 
dum divinam voluntatem converſari contendant. Nam non quieſcit 
ſupernum judicium; ſed contra diſſidentes divinus furor ſtillabit, et 
gene. Hard, Conc. tom, 5. 
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theſe laws it is ordained that the two powers ſhould 
mutually aid each other in the exerciſe of their re- 
ſpective functions; for ſo ſays the decree of Char- 
lemagne, and this great Prince adds: * that he 
* could not conſider thoſe as faithful ſubjects to 
© him who were not faithful to God: nor could he 
* expett a ſincere obedience from thoſe who did 
* not pay a ſincere obedience to the Miniſters of 
+ Jeſus Chriſt in what regards the honour of God, 
and the interefts of the Church.” This Emperor 
moreover, ſpeaking to the Biſhops, ſays ; * My deſire 
therefore is, that being ſeconded by our power, 
% you may execute what your authority and duty 
require “.“ 

P. If the Sovereigns have ſuffered the Church to 
govern itſelf, they did this of their on free will and 
accord: but it is not the leſs true that temporal So- 
vereigns always had a right of obliging the Miniſters 
of the Church to obſerve the laws which they 
thought they ought to make. 

R. It was not by way of condeſcenſion that the 
Princes ſuffered the Church to govern itſelf: but be- 
cauſe they were convinced that this power belonged 
to the Miniſters of God, and not at all to temporal 
Sovereigns. The teſtimonies I have already pro- 
duced evidently prove what I ſay. Wherefore the 
actual poſſeſſion which the Church holds of 
this right, and of the exerciſe thereof, is grounded 


* See Ordonn. of 1599, Art. 4, & 34. Edict. of 1606, Art B. E- 
dict of 1510, Art. 5, Ordon, of 1629, Art. gt. F a of 1693, 
Art. 34 & 97. ' 4 | 
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on a right or title which it received from its Divine 
Founder: and againſt which no preſcription nor 
uſurpation can ever take place. 

H. But ſince the Church is in the State, it is re- 
quiſite that the Minifter of the Church ſhould be - 
ſubjeCt to the laws of the State. 

N. It is true, the Church is in the State: but he 
Prince is in the Church, and may not we with St. 
Ambroſe reply*; that he 1b not above the Church. 
— This maxim that The Church is in the State, is un- 
doubtedly true. But it is neceſſary to underſtand 
well the ſenſe of this maxim for fear of drawing 
falſe conſequences from it. When we ſay the 
Church is in the State, we mean that the Church has 
no right to interfere in the temporal adminiſtration 
or government of the State : that the Civil Power 
maintains an entire ſovereignty and an abſolute in- 
dependence with regard to the civil or temporal 
government of the ſubjects: and that all the mem- 
bers of the Church, whether they be of the Clergy, 
or of the Laity, ought to be obedient to the Civil 
Power in every thing that belongs to political go- 
vernment. But though the Church be in the State, it 
cannot loſe any part of the ſovereignty and inde- 
pendence of its ſpiritual authority : the Civil Power 
has not, nor can it have a right to exerciſe any act 
of ſuperiority over the Church or us Miniſters in this 
regard: Becauſe the Civil Power could not have 
any ſuch right, without receiving it from Jeſus 


® 8, Ambroſe, in concione contra Auxentium. 
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Chriſt: and it is clearer than the ſun that he never 
gave any ſuch right to the Civil Power. More- 
over, if each National Church be in the State, each 
Catholick State is alſo in the Church: and as each 
Catholick State, though in the Church, preſerves 
its abſolnte independence in every thing that belongs 
to its political government: ſo alſo each National 
Church, though in the State, preſerves the ſame in- 
dependence in all ſpiritual matters. 

P. I preſume, Sir, you will acknowledge, that if 
the Civil Power has not any right to give laws to 
the Church, it has at leaſt a right of re eſtabliſhing 
the ancient eccleſiaſtical laws, when the Church or 
its Miniſters have deviated from them. Now this 
is all that the National Aﬀembly pretend to do: 
nor has it done any thing more than revived the 
primitive diſcipline. 

R. Remember, Sir, I have already proved, that 
among the decrees of the new Conflitution, there 
are ſeveral that are contrary to Faith. Now to pre- 
tend that making laws contrary to Faith, is only re- 
viving the primitive diſcipline, is a mere mockery, 
and an inſult offered to the human underſtanding. 

But though this reaſon alone be ſufficient to con- 
fute all thoſe who have been led aſtray under the 
pretext of re-eſtabliſhing the primitive diſcipline : 
I will examine this pretence more at large, and you 
will ſoon ſee how chimerical it is. 

I will begin with a principle which 1 defy a any 
one to call in queſtion : and that is, that, ſuppoſing 
the Aſſembly by its decrees ſhould revive the an- 

De cient 
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cient diſcipline, it would exceed its power: it 
would, by its own authority, decide, that the ancient 
diſcipline is preferable to that which is at preſent 
eſtabliſhed; that it is more ſuitable to the ſpiritual 
wants of each of the Faithful : it would decide that 
the Church has done wrong to eſtabliſh the preſent 
diſcipline, and that ſhe continues to do wrong by 
wiſhing to preſerve it, In a word the Aſſembly (in 
ſuch a ſuppoſition) would in reality govern the 
Church, it would reform the Church, it would make 
itſelf judge over the Church; all which certainly is 
not in its power. For whatever may be the powers 
of the National Aſſembly, no one can deny that it 
is a mere civil and temporal Aſſembly ; that it does 
not ſupply the place of the Church: and that it is 
not veſted with the Church's authority: for we 
have above ſeen that it is an article of faith, that 
only the Church has a right to alter its diſciphne, 
The Aſſembly, therefore, has no more right to revive, 
by its decrees, the ancient diſcipline, than it has to 
eſtabliſh a diſcipline which hitherto never had any 
exiſtence, 

But to ſhew you more evidently how frivolous 
their pretext is, let us only for a moment compare 
the decrees of the Aſſembly, with the ancient diſ- 
cipline of the-Church. 

It is an undoubted fact that the Church has always 
regulated the erections, extent, and ſuppreſſion of 
dioceſes: and that from the eſtabliſhment of Chriſ- 
tianity no ſimilar change has ever been made with- 


out the concurrence of the Church, But now theſe 
decrees 


T's 
decrees alter the boundaries of all the dioceſes in 
France, in ſuppreſſing, at once, no leſs than fifty 
three of them; and that, not only without the con- 
ſent of the Church, but in direct oppolition to the 
canonical method of eſſecting the alterations they 
ſeem to deſire. 

It is an undoubted fact, that no power but that of 
the Church has ever erected Metropolitan Sees, 
and given to the Biſhops their Metropoluical Juriſ- 
diction, But theſe decrees have erected ten Me- 
tropolitan Sees in France; and, by their own pri- 
vate authority, give to the Biſhops of thoſe Sees 
Metropolitical Juriſdiction which is unqueſtionably 
a Spiritual Power. | 

It is an undoubted fact that according to the con- 
fant diſcipline of the Church in all complaints of 
grievance, appeals have been made, only from the 
inferior to the ſuperior authority in the ſame order. 
But theſe decrees ordain that in caſe the Metropo- 
litan refuſe to give canonical inſtitution to a newly 
elected Biſhop, he {all apply for it to the eldeſt Bi- 
ſhop of his diſtri, and upon his refuſal, he ſhall 
apply ſucceſſively to all the Biſhops of the province, 
from the eldeſt to the youngeſt: and, as if this was 
not ſufficient, the decrees ordain that if all the Bi- 
ſhops of the diſtri refuſe to give Canonical Inſti- 
tution to the newly elected Biſhop: he ſhall then 
have recourſe to the Lay Tribunal of the diſtri, 
from whole determination there ſhall be no appeal, 


Under the whole canopy of heaven there is not an 
example 
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example to be found of the like kind, even in Civil 
Governments. | 

It is an undoubted fact, that even in thoſe times 
when Biſhops were nominated by way of election, 
the Clergy had the principal influence in the nomi- 
nation. But the decrees confine thefe nominations 
to the Electoral Body. Now it either does, or may 
happen that there may not be one ſingle Eecleſiaſtick 
in a Department: or at leaſt it may reaſonably be 
fuppofed that the Ecclefiaſticks in a Department, 
may not be ſo numerous as to have that influence, 
which the Clergy of a dioceſe ought naturally to 
have, in order to have the moll ppoper perſon 
choſen. | 

It is an unqueſtionable truth, which the Church 
has always acknowledged, and which the Council 


of Trent confirms, that no Prieft can adminifter the 


Sacrament of Penance unleſs he be previoufly ap- 
proved by the Ordinary“. Now thefe decrees or- 
dain that the Rectors of Pariſhes take for their Vi- 
cars fach Prieſts as have been ordained for the 
diocefe, although they have never been approved 
by the Ordinary. Now, Sir, I aſk you, whether this 


* Perſuafum ſemper in ecclefia Dei fun et veriſſimum coffe ſynod as 
bzc confixmat, nullius momenti abſolutionem cam eſſe debere, quam 
facerdos in eum profert in quem ordinariam aut ſubdelegatum non ha- 
bet juriſdictionem. Conc. Trid. Seff. 14. . 7.---idem Seſſ. 23. de Re- 
form, c. 15.---Conc, Later. III. c. 3. —Conc. Burdiget, an. 1583, tit. De 
verbt divini prædic.Conc. Toloſ., anno 1590, tit. De Pernit.---Conc. 
Rothomag. 2584.—Conc. Remig. et Turon. 1583.--Corc, Narben. 169, 
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is reviving the ancient diſcipline of the Church: 
and whether they can with a good conſcience ſay 
it is? a 

P. I agree with you, Sir, in moſt of the points 
you have touched on: but notwithſtanding all you 
have ſaid, I think there is ſomething good in the 
Conſtitution: for example I mention the elections; 
for in the choice of Paſtors it is very proper that 
every one ſhould give his opinion. And moreover 
it is ſaid that this was the cuſtom of the Church in 
former times. 

R. Sir: It is neceſſary to make a diſtinction be- 
tween the election of Biſhops, and that of Pariſh 
Prieſts. It is a fact uncontradifted by any one, that 
in all places, and in all ages, the nomination of Pa- 
riſh Prieſts belenged, by right, to the Biſhops. 
There are indeed ſome of the Laity who have, and 
exerciſe a certain kind of right of nomination to 
benefices : but this right itſelf always owes its origin 
to the conſent of the Church, which in this manner 
acknowledges the benefattions of founders*. . You 
* ought to know” (ſays the famous William Biſhop 
of Paris) * that to inſtitute Clergy into Cathedral 
and Collegiate Churches, and Prieſts into ſimple 


« benefices and pariſhes, belongs to the Biſhops in 
virtue of their epiſcopal office, as ſucceſſors of 


®* Noverint conditores baſilicarum, in rebus quas iiſdem eccleſiis 
eonferunt, nullam poteſtatem habere, ſed, juxta canonum inſtituta, 
ficut eccleſiam, ita et dotem ejus ad ordinationem epiſcopi pertinere. 
| Conc, Tolet. IX, c. 61.—In parochialibus eccleſus preſbyteri per epiſ- 
£opos conſtituantur, Conc. Later, I. can. 18. . 
| wY 
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*» the apoſtles, and heirs of the apoſtolical dignity, 
I ſpeak of a full inflitution as it is underſtood in 
the canon law; for I know that by ſpecial grant 
* of the Biſhops, the right of patronage has been 
« given to ſeveral perſons whether of the Laity or 
« Clergy®.” The apoſtles and their ſucceſſors the 
biſhops having been the ſounders of all the Churches, 
it is evident that they are the perſons who ought to 
govern them, either by themſelves in perſon, or by 
committing the care and government of them to 
thoſe whom they judge properly qualified to under. 
take ſuch a charge. The Biſhop being the ſovereign 
prieſt of his dioceſe, it belongs to him to diſtribute 
to every one his parochial charge: becauſe theſe are 
like fo many communications and ſtreams flowing 
from his High Prieſthoodt. This right is fo evi- 
dent that there is not a Catholick country in the 
world, in which the Biſhops do not nominate the 
Pariſh Prieſt: or in which they did not always no- 
minate them, even in thoſe ages when Biſhops were 
choſen for vacant Sees, by the way of election. 

P. You then acknowledge that Biſhops were ap- 
pointed by election: in this point therefore the 
Clergy ought not to diſapprove of the decrees. 

R. There is, Sir, a very great difference between 
the elections as decreed by the Aſſembly; and thoſe 
which were formerly in uſe in the Church. 


- * Guliel, Paris, apud Thomaf. lib. 1. cab. 2. 

+ Thomaſſin, Ancien. et nouv. diſcipl. de I'egliſe, part, I. lib, 2. e. 
6. et part. IV. lb. a. c. 9. | 
g | In 
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In the firſt ages, the people were admitted to the 
elections of Biſhops, not ſo much to vote for the 
perſons as to give teſtimony in favour of the candi- 
dates. Nay if we even ſuppoſe that they had that 
active voice which the new deciees give to the elec- 
tors; yet they received even that itſelf from the 
Church, and not from the temporal powers. The 
apoſtle St. Peter declared the qualifications that 
ought to be found in the perſon who was to ſucceed 
to the apoſtleſhip vacated by the traitor Judas*. 
St. Paul forbids his diſciple Timothy to promote any 
one to the epiſcopal order, who had been twice 
married, or who was but newly converted to the 
Faitht. It was the Church alone, which, in every 
age, by its laws regulated every thing that could 
have relation to the admiſſion and promotion of 
perſons to attend the ſanftuary. It was, ſays St. 
Cyprian}, in the provincial councils that the elec- 
tions were made, according to the divine tradition 
and practice of the apoſtles. This mode of filling 
the vacant Sees by election continued in uſe for ſe- 
veral ages, both in the eaſt, and in the weſt: yet 
in reality they were nothing more than a choice 


made by the comprovincial Biſhops, with the ap- 


Acts. i. 1. + 1 Tim. iii. 2. 


4 Propter quod diligenter de traditione divina et apoſtolica obſer- 
vatione ſervandum eſt et tenendum, quod apud nos quoque et ferè per 


provincias univerſas tenetur, ut ad ordinationes ritè celebrandas, ad 
eam plebem cui præpoſitus ordinatur epiſcopi ejuſdem provinciæ 
proximi quique conveniat, et epiſcopus deligatur, plebe præſente, 
quaſi ſingularem vitam pleniſſime novit et uniuſcujuſque actum da ejus 


converſatione proſpexit, S. Cypr. l. 1. cp. 4. 
E. probation 
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probation of the clergy and the people.“ The 
choice“ ſays the famous Church Hiſtorian, Fleu- 
ry*, was made by the neighbouring biſhops by the 
« advice of the clergy and people of the vacant 
„See. —The metropolitan went to the place with 
all bis comprovincials; they conlultcd the clergy, 

« not only of the cathedral church, but of the 
« whole divceic; as alſo the monks, the magiſtrates, 
„ and the people: but the byhops choſe the perſon. 
Such was the manner in which biſhops were cho- 
« ſen during the firſt {ix ages of the Church: and 
it continued almoſt the ſame for the four follow- 
„ ing ages.” After that time the factions, diſtur- 
bances, diſcord, ſimony, party-rage, principally when 
great Sees were vacant, and in a word the ſchiſms 
that ſometimes aroſe, of which we find ſeveral in- 
ſtances in eccleſiaſtical hiſtory ; induced the Church 
to change its diſcipline in this point. In France the 
election of biſhops was reſerved to the Chapters of 
the Cathedral Churchestf. This laſt mode of elec. 
tion was adopted by the council of Baſil, and after. 
ward by the Pragmatick Sanction: till by experience 
finding the inconveniences that aroſe, they at length 
ſubſtituted the Concordate, which gives to the King 


* Fleury, Dif. 2. u. 4. | 
+ Si forte contizerit ſedem epifcopalem ve! aliquam abbatiam rega- 
lem vacare, volumus ut canonic i eccleſiæ, vel monachi monaſterii va- 
cantis veniant ad reginam, vel archiepiſcopum, ſicut ante nos venirent, 
et liberatn electionem ab cis petant; et nos volumus quod fine contra- 
dittione eis concedant. I am. de Philippe Auguſt, art, g, & 10. 
Receuil des Ordonnances, edit, du Louvre, tom. 1. . 97, 98. | 
the 
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the nomination to biſhopricks, and to the Pope the 
canonical inſtitution. 

Let us now compare the ancient, elections with 
the new mode of election decreed by the Aſſembly. 

So long ss the election of biſhops continued in 
uſe in the Church, the Clergy in Convocation were 
preſent, preſided, and hed great influence. In the 
new mode the Clergy is neither convoked, nor re- 
preſented ; but are obliged to receive from Jay 
hands, the perſon who is to be their head and the 
pattern for their imitation, even though he ſhould 
be an unfit perſon: and this without any other re- 
ſource than that of an appeal on account of abuſe 
of authority, of which the Laity themſelves are 
{till the final judges. 

So long as the elections continued in the Church, 
when the people were convoked in the vacancy of a 
See : this was an aſſembly of the faithful who met 
together on a matter which concerned their religion, 
But in the new mode, it is an elettoral body, a po- 
litical aſſembly compoſed of private citizens nomi- 
nated before for buſineſſes of very different natures ; 
and who make no diſtinction between the election 
of a publick officer and the election of a biſhop. 
And is this the way that they pretend to re-eſtabliſh 
the primitive diſcipline ? Is this reſtoring to the 
people the right of partaking in the choice of their 
paſtors? Would you yourſelf, Sir, think that you 
enjoyed the right which you pretend to have of 
elefting your biſhops, if hey were named by the 


body of eleftors, 
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So long as the elections continued in the Church, 
none were admitted but thoſe who were members of 
the Church: but in the new form you may find Co- 
medians, Proteſtants, and Jews. Good God, how 
unlike is this to the election of biſhops in the primi- 
tive ages! | | 

P. I acknowledge that this is not very conform- 
able to rule: but the decrees are not all of the like 
kind. For example, has it not been wiſely decreed 
that the new biſhops ſhould not be under a neceſſity 
of having recourſe to Rome for their confirmation 
or canonical inſtitution ? Is it not more proper that 
they ſhould apply, for that purpoſe, to their Metro- 
litan, as the Aſſembly has decreed. 

R. Let us here ſet out from a plain and evident 
principle, viz, that the canonical inſtitution of bi- 
ſhops is a property eſſentially belonging to the Church, = 
And now take notice of the method the Church has 
always followed. In the beginning, the provincial 
councils gave canonical inſtitution to the biſhops, 
The writers of the primitive ages are vouchers for 
the truth of this aſſertion. But the difficulty of con- 
voking provincial councils ſo often as Sees became 
vacant, induced the Church to authoriſe thoſe who 
exerciſed metropolitical juriſdiction, to confirm the 
new biſhops, 

But in every age when difficulties occurred con- 
cerning the nomination to biſhopricks, recourſe was 
had to the Holy See. If we run over the hiſtory 
of the Church, we ſhall find the ſentences which 


the Popes have in every age pronounced in cauſes 
| of 
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of this nature; and we ſhall find this right acknow- 
ledged by the council of Baſil*. By degrees ap- 
peals to the Pope becoming very frequent, the 
Church reſerved the canonical confirmation or in- 
ſlitution of biſhops to the Pope alone: which is a 
prerogative that he has now exclulively enjoyed for 
upwards of two centuries, with the conſent of even 
the biſhops of France. 

I now aſk whether the National Aſſembly is au- 
thoriſed to change the preſent diſcipline of the 
Church againſt the will of the Church: whether it 
can be allowed to give to the Metropolitan the right 
of confirming biſhops, notwithſtanding that right 
has been by the Church reſerved to the Holy See: 
and I alſo aſk whether the National Aſſembly will 
ever find a Metropolitan who will dare to exerciſe 
ſuch an act of juriſdiftion in conſequence of an au- 
thority derived ſolely from the decrees of that 
Aſſembly ? 

I aſk whether the National Aſſembly has power 
to deprive the Pope of this right after a poſſeſſion 
ſo long, ſo lawful, and ſo ſolemnly acknowledged 
even by the —_— of France; who, ſo far from 


Si forts aliquando contingat eleQtionem aliquam, etiam alias ca- 
nonicam fieri, quæ in perturbatione eccleſiæ, aut patriæ, vel boni pub- 
lici vergere timeatur, ſummus pontifex, cum ad ipſum confirmatio de- 
lata fuerit, ſi talem urgentiſſimam cauſam adeſſe cognoverit, ea prius 
mature diſcuſſa ac parte plene defenſa.Hujuſmodi cauſam veram 
ſufficientemque fore atteſtantium, rejecta tali electione, ad capitulum 
vel conventum remittat, ut infra tempus, vel alias juxta loci diſtantiam, 
ad aliam venire non ſormidans, electionem procedat. Conc. Baſil, Tit 
2, de. Elethone, 
riſing 
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riſing up againſtſhim, are the firſt to reſpeR his right, 
and to complain- of the innovation ? 
I aſk whether the National Aﬀembly can refuſe 
to the Pope that right which hitherto has never been 
doubted to belong to him; the right of receiving 
petitions or appeals in conteſted elections of bi- 
ſhops; and veſt it in the hands of laicks, members 
of the tribunal of the department, to give ſentence 
therein without appeal. | 

Laſtly, I aſk whether by ordering the Metropo - 
litans to inſtitute the new biſhops, the National Af. 
fembly reſlores the primitive diſcipline and cuſtom 
of the Church ?—There was indeed a time when 
the Metropolitans gave canonical inſtitution to bi- 
ſhops. But why did they ſo? becauſe fuch was the 
diſcipline eſtabliſhed 5y the Church, and not by hay 
merely civil and temporal authority. | 

P. This indeed is a thing of more importance 
than I imagined : but the fixing new limits to the 
dioceſes does not appear to me to be objectionable. 
Nor can I conceive wby the clergy raiſe ſo great 
e eee a io ſub. 
mit to it. 

R. The clergy, Sir, a te to allow of _ 
any alterations that might be wiſhed tobe made with 
regard to the boundaries of the dioceſes, if canonical 
means had been taken to effeft thoſe alterations, and 
if application for that purpoſe had been made to the 
authority of the Church according to the uſual and 

preſcribed forms. | 
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For was it not the Church, which from the very 
days of the apofiles, fixed the boundaries of the 
dioceſes? It was by order from St. Paul that Titus 
was commanded to eſtabliſh biſhops in all the ci- 
ties of Crete“. It was by the authority of the 
apoMes that in the life time of the beloved diſciple, 
the epiſcopal Sees of Aſia had been fixed at Ephe- 
ſus, Smyrna, Pergamos, Thyatira, Sardis, Philadel- 
phia and Laodiceat. They were apoſtles who eſlab- 
liſhed the ancient apoſtolick Churches of Corinth, 
Theſſalonica, Epheſus, and the others whoſe boun- 
daries are deſcribed by Tertallianf. In a word, it 
was the Church, and only the Church, which ia the 
ages of perſecution, aſſigned to the biſhops the 
place of their miſſion. | 
When princes had become Game and withed 
to have new Sees erefed, they always applied to the 
eccleſiaſtical authority for that purpoſe. During the 
firſt five ages of chriſtianity, biſhopricks were eſta- 
bliſhed by the provincial councils and the Popesy 
When for the greater benefit of the Church it was 
judged proper to divide any of the Sees eſtabliſhed 
in catholick countries by the erection of new Sees, 
one indiſpenſable condition was, that it ſhould be 


Titus i. g. + Rev. L 

+ Tertullian de praſcrip. c. 96. 

6 Placuit ut plebes quz nunquam habuerunt proprios epiſcopos, 
nifi ex concilio plenario uniuſcujuſque provinciz, et primatis, atque 
con ſenſu ejus ad cujus diœceſim eadem eccleſia pertinebat, decretum 
fucrit, minime accipiant. Conc, Carthag, £11, can. 65. enter | 
can, 42, & 46, 
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done by the conſent of all the parties intereſted iri 
the new intended erection; It was neceſſary to hear 
the objedtions of the dioceſans, to conſider the inte- 
reſts, the rights and the opinions of the communi- 
ties, and, to unite the conſent of the princes, the 
dioceſans, the metropolitans, and the popes. From 
the ſixth century we ſind theſe rules conſtantly ob- 
ſerved in the erection of new Sees; the agreement 
of the prince and of the dioceſan biſhop, and a re- 
courſe to the metropolitan, or to the pope*. Never 
did our kings proceed to ereft, or to unite Sees, 
without having recourſe to the eccleſiaſtical autho- 
rity: and whenever reaſonable obſtacles were ſtarted, 
they abandoned their undertaking. Among other 
examples you may recollect what happened, while a 
ſcheme was in agitation to erect biſhopticks at Me- 
lun, and at Chateaudun: and alſo concerning the 
erection of the dioceſes of Tournay, and of Bou- 
lognet.” After all theſe facts, Sir, can you believe 
that the erection, or the limitation of biſhopricks, 
can be effected by any other authority than that of 
the Church. | 

Here reaſon alſo goes band in hand with tradition. 
Fixing the boundaries of a dioceſe, is impoſing on 
the biſhop of that dioceſe, an obligation of govern- 
ing in all religious concerns, the ſouls or people that 
reſide in that dioceſe. Contracting the boundaries 
of a dioceſe, is depriving the biſſiop of the govern- 


© ® Expoſition des principes de la conſtitution eccleſiaſtique par les 
EvEques, pag. 20, 21. 

+ Diſcipline de I'Egliſe, par Thomaſſin, tom, 4, p. 402, & ſuiv. 
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ment of the ſouls with which he was charged, Ex- 
tending the boundaries of a dioceſe, is giving to a 
biſhop a right of governing ſouls which were not 
committed to his charge. If altering the bounda- 
ries of a dioceſe produced no change in the exer- 
ciſe of the ſpiritual juriſdiftion, the temporal power 
might freely execute its plans: and the Church 
would have no more right to oppoſe thoſe plans, 
than it has to oppoſe a new political diviſion of the 
kingdom. But as theſe alterations cannot be made 
in the boundaries of the dioceſes, without extend- 
ing, contrafting, or putting an end to the ſpiritual 
juriſdiction of the biſhops, this belongs immediately 
to the Church, and cannot be eſſected but by the 
authority of the Church, Now what did the Aſ- 
ſembly do when it determined the new boundaries 
of the dioceſes, and eſtabliſhed ten metropolitan 
churches in the kingdom ? It ſaid to fifty three bi- 
ſhops : you ſhall no longer have any right to go- 
vern your flocks: we, by our decrees annihilate the 
juriſdiction which has been given to you by the 
Church, It ſays to ſome: behold here is a part of 
your dioceſe which you ſhall no longer have æ right 
to govern : as far as relates to this portion of your 
dioceſe, we reſtrain, ſuppreſs, and deprive you of 
the juriſdiction which the Church has given you to 
govern it. It has ſaid to others; your epiſcopal 
authority formerly extended no further than to ſuch 
boundaries: we will give you a greater extent: the ju- 
riſdiction which the Church limited, ſhall now be more 
extenſive, you may exerciſe your epiſcopal au- 
thority alſo in this other place, To the metrpo- 
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litans or archbiſhops whoſe Sees it has ſuppreſſed: 
it ſays, you ſhall no longer be archbiſhops; and, 
whether the Church conſents or not, you ſhall not 
henceforward enjoy any of your archiepiſcopal 
rights, To thoſe whom it has made metropolitans, 
it ſays, hitherto you were only common biſhops, 
but henceforward, in virtue of our decree, you ſhall 
be acknowledged as archbiſhops, and you ſhall enjoy 
all the prerogative of archbilhops. 

This language, Sir, ſeems to aſtoniſh you, it ap- 
pears to you that you are dreaming : yet this is the 
very language which the Aſſembly ſpeaks by its de- 
crees, and which it will continue to ſpeak as long as 
Hs conſtitution ſhall laſt, F | 

P. May it not be ſaid, Sir, that in their conſe- 
cration the biſhops receive a general and univerſal 
right to exerciſe epiſcopal juriſdiftion, and that they 
may validly exerciſe their epiſcopal functions in 
every place to which they may be called by the civil 
power. | 

R. This aſſertion, Sir, is ſo deſtitute of founda- 
tion, that the Church has always aſſigned to each 
biſhop a precile territory, and has always carefully 
watched that no biſhop ſhould exercife his epiſcopal 
juriſdiction out of his dioceſe. The fathers of the 

firſt council of Nice ſay . Let no biſhop ordain 
„ prieſt or deacon, or exerciſe any other function 
„ in the dioceſe of another biſhop without his 
4 leave.” The third council of Carthage F ſays 
« All biſhops are forbidden to invade flocks that are 
not his ſubjects, or to encroach on the dioceſe of 
cnc. Nic. I. can, 38, + Conc, Carthlyg, I. can, 20, | 
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* a fellow biſhop.” The fifteenth canon of the coun- 
eil of Sardica is ſtill more pointed: Hoſius biſhop 
of Cordova ſaid“, Let us all decree, that if the 
« biſhop of any other dioceſe ſhould preſume to 
« promote an eccleſiaſtick to any degree without the 
* conſent of his own biſhop, ſuch promotion ſhall 
„ be conſidered as invalid and of no effect; and, 
« moreover that the biſhops who ſhall preſume to 
„ do ſo, be admomiſhed, and reprimanded, and cor- 
« refed by their colleagues in the epiſcopacy, All 
« the fathers ſaid, let this decree be firm and irre- 
« yocable.” A ſimilar decree was made in the 
council of Otleanst, viz. We decree that no 
„ biſhop ſhall ordain miniſters or conſecrate altars 
« in the dioceſe of other biſhops : and if any one 
« ſhall preſume to do ſo, the altar indeed remains 
*« conſecrated ; but thoſe whom he ſhall have or- 
„ dained, ſhall be excluded from the exerciſe of 
« their functions, and the bilhop himſelf, as a vio- 
« lator of the canons, ſhall be ſuſpended for one 
« year from officiating at the altar.” The firſt 
council of Conſtantinople ſpeaks as expreſsly, when 
it ſays}, * Let not biſhops intermeddle in the affairs 
« of the dioceſes of other biſhops, nor create con- 
« fuſion amongſt their flocks,” Laſtly, the coun- 
cil of Trent renewing this law, which for ſo many 
ages had been obſerved in the Church, has de- 


®* Conc, Sardic. can. 15. 
+ Concile d' Orleans, can. 15. 
4 Conc. Conſtantinop. I. can. a. 
F 2 creed, 
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creed, That it ſhall not be lawful for any bi- 

4 ſhop, under pretext of any privilege, to exerciſe 
« epiſcopal functions in the dioceſe of any other 
« biſhop, without the expreſs leave of the ordinary 
of that dioceſe, and then only as far as regards the 
*« ſubjets of the ſaid ordinary: and if any ſhould 
« preſume to violate this decree, both the biſhop, 
« and thoſe whom he ſhall have promoted, ſhall 
« incur a ſuſpenſion ipſo facto; the former from 
the exerciſe of his epiſcopal functions, and the 
latter from the exerciſe of their orders.” 

P. By what you tell me, I find that we are at 
preſent in a very embarraſſed fituation. But can 
no means be found to ſet all things right ? For ex- 
ample, Cannot the biſhops, whoſe Sees have been 
ſuppreſſed by the Aſſembly, give in their reſigna - 
tion? Cannot thoſe, whoſe Sees have been preſerved. 
reciprocally delegate their ſpiritual authority with 
regard to thoſe parts of their dioceſes, which, by 
the alteration of boundaries, are now put under the 
juriſdiction of other biſhops. Fl 

R. You have, Sir, very good reaſon to ſay that we 
are at preſent in a very embarraſſed ſituation. 
There is one thing, however, which every one muſt 
allow; namely, that no blame can be laid upon the 
clergy in this affair, ſince it 18 certain that tbey gave 
notice. beforehand of the terrible inconveniences 
that would reſult from the paſſing of theſe de- 
crees, But at preſent what means can poſſibly bg 


S. 6. dc Reform, c. 5, | 
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found to ſet all things right? Certainly not 
thoſe which you have ſuggeſted. For the fixing 
new boundaries to the dioceſes is not the only reaſon 
for whick our conſciences oblige us to refuſe the 
oath; as you will eaſily. gather from what I have 
already proved to you, And even though it were 
the only cauſe, we could never ſubmit to take that 
oath, for as long as the changes which it ſandtions 
are not effefted by the Church itſelf they will re- 
main unlawful and invalid. With regard to the 
means of conciliation you juſt now propoſed, they 
cannot now be made uſe of; for beſides the reaſons 
which I could alledge to you, and which are drawn 
from the conſlitution and the laws of the Church“: 
there is one that derives its ſource from the preten- 
fions of the Aſſembly : and that is, that recourſe 
cannot be had to'theſe expedients without going 
counter to its intentian ; ſince the members of the 
Aſſembly think that every thing is already com- 
pleted in virtue of their decrees, Wherefore the 
means of conciliation which you have ſuggeſted, 
when viewed in this light, are become impracticable; 
even though they ſhould not be ſo on any other ac- 
count. 

What remedy then can be made uſe of ? Behold, 
this, and this only : which is, not to putin execution. 
thoſe decrees in which religion is concerned, unleſs. 
by the authority of the Church; that is to ſay, by 
having recourſe to the Church, either to call a Ge- 


* Expoſition des principe, &c. pag. 12, & 20. 
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neral Council; or to let the Church of France af. 
ſemble in a National Council ; or to ſtand to the de- 
termination of the Sovereign Pontiff when conſult- 
ed by the biſhops. 

P. This is a thing to which the Aſſembly will ne 
ver agree. They are determined to govern the 
kingdom as they think proper : and they do not 
think that the Church has any right to controul their 
decrees. 

R. Sir, The Church does not deſire to intermeddle 
in the government that is committed to the civil 
powers : all that it requires 1s, that the civil powers 
ſhould not intermeddle in matters relating to reli- 
gion. The Aſſembly pretends that its decrees are 
of a nature merely civil and temporal. But I have 
already demonſtrated the contrary. To read 
thofe decrees will convince any one that they pro- 
nounce upon things that belong only to the autho- 
rity of the Church. Does the Aſſembly believe that 
they have a right to judge in theſe matters? But on 
what can they ground their claim to ſuch an un- 
heard of, ſuch an aſtoniſhing pretenſion ? What 
would become of religion, if its rights, its police, 
and its diſcipline depended on human governments ? 
No, nos, the rights of heaven, and thoſe of the 
earth have not been committed to the ſame per- 
« ſons. God bas eſtabliſhed two different miniſte- 
res: tha one to enable citizens to paſs their lives 
in peace and tranquillity : the other for the train - 


Ade de Aſſemble du clergs de 4765. 
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* ing up faints, to make men children of God, and 
* coheirs of Jeſus Chriſt. The Divine Wiſdom 
„cannot be contrary to itſelf: God could not eſta- 
« bliſh two powers to oppoſe each other: on the 
* contrary he requires that they ſhould mutually 
aid and aſſiſt each other. Their union is a gift of 
* heaven which gives them new force, and enables 
* them to fulfil the deſigns of God in favour of 
„ mankind.—But this reciprocal union cannot be a 
4% reaſon for either of thoſe powers being ſubje& to 
* the other: each of them is ſovereign, indepen- 
« dent, and abſolute in what relates to its own ad- 
« miniſtration: each of them has in itſelf all the 
« power neceſſary to anſwer the end of its inſlitu- 
« tion: they owe to each other a mutual afliſtance, 
« but this is only by way of agreement and corre- 
« ſpondence ; but not by way of ſubordination and 
« dependence.” 

P. The Aſſembly will not have any council cal- 
led. And as to the Pope, it is not reaſonable that 
he ſhould intermeddle in the affairs of France: the 
means therefore propoſed by the clergy to redreſs 
the grievances muſt be rejected. 

R. To convince you, Sir, of the eee 
of what we require, I will now recal to your re- 
membrance thoſe principles, which, without doubt, 
you are well acquainted with, as they form the eſ- 
ſence of our holy religion; and from which princi- 
ciples no one can depart, without W to be a 
Catholick, 
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When jeſus Chriſt quitted the earth, he left to 
his Church all the authority neceſſary to enable it to 
preſerve'the precious depoſit which he committed to 
it. He erefted in his Church a tribunal compoſed 
of the body of biſhops united amongſt themſelves, 
and to the ſovereign pontiff; a tribunal authorifed 
und charged by our Divine Founder to pronounce 
a definitive ſentence in all matters of faith, mora- 
lity, and diſcipline: a tribunal which he has en- 
dowed with infallibility, to the end that the doctrine 
he taught to bis apoſtles ſhould be preſerved in its 
original purity : a tribunal which always exiſts, and 
which without ceafing watches over the veſſel of the 
Church: a tribunal, the authority of which is as ex- 
tenfive as the Church itfelf, and to which every Ca- 
tholick in the world is ſubject: and laftly, atribunal, 
the authority of which is to laſt even to the end ol 
the world. 
Whenever the faithful have occaſion to conſult 
the Church, ſhe ſpeaks to them, either by the means 
of her chief paſtors the biſhops, or by the declara- 
tion of the ſovereign pontiff, whoſe decifions, ac- 
cepted by the biſhops, have the force of à law 
throughout the whole Catholick world, and are a 
rule of faith and of morality. It is by this union 
of the faithful with their biſhops, and of the bi- 
ſhops with the pope, that the unity of faith has been 
maintained in the Church of God, by an uninter- 
rupted ſueceſſion through all ages from the begin- 
ning of Chriſtianity to the preſent time, | 
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What then ought the French nation to do in its 
preſent ſituation. Being placed between the decrees 
of the National Aſſembly, and its ſubmiſhon to the 
Church: ought we to obey thoſe decrees in con- 
tempt of the authority of the Church: or, ought we 
torejefthoſe deerees without conſulting the Church? 
No: the obedience which Catholicks owe to the 
Church will not permit them, without being autho. 
riſed by the Church, to ſwear to the obſervance of 
decrees which to them appear evidently to exceed 
the limits of civil authority, and to eneroach upon 
religion: as, on the other hand, the reſpe& which 
is due to the civil magiſtrate, requires that we ſhould 
not abſolutely refuſe obedience to his decrees, be- 
fore the Church has declared the obſervance of them 
to be unlawful. And as in the preſent ſituation of 
things it is impoſlible for the body of prelates to af. 
ſemble from all partwof the chriſtian world, ſo ſoon 
as we could wiſh, to inſtru us what to do; and as 
the National Aſſembly ſeems unwilling to permit 
the Gallican Church to call a National Council to 
deliberate on theſe important matters: the only 
thing that remains for us, is, to liſten to our biſhops, 
and with them wait for the determination of the 
Sovereign Pontiff, to whoſe tribunal they have had 
Weber Oat ge he he 
P. Sir. I am far from being convinced that re- 
courſe ought to be had to the Pope on this ocean: 
nor do I think that he has any right to interfere in 
theſe affairs. Be ſo good therefore as to explain 
the matter to me. 
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R. You know, Sir, that Jeſus Chriſt who is the 
inviſible head of the Church, has left to the Church 
upon earth a viſible head: that St. Peter was ap- 
pointed by our divine maſter to be the firſt to en- 
joy that ſublime dignity : aud that the Pope is the 
ſucceſſor of St. Peter, and the vicar of Jeſus Chriſt 
upon earth. | 

The rights of the Holy See are the ſame that 
St. Peter received from Jeſus Chriſt, Now it is 
evident that Chriſt gave him the primacy over the 
paſtors, and over the faithful. For he faid to him“; 
Thou art Peter, and upon this rock I will build my 
Church, and the gates of hell ſhall not prevail againſt 
1. + Simon, I have prayed for thee, that thy fauk 
fail not, and when thou art converted firengthen thy 
brethren. 4 Feed my lambs; Feed my ſheep. {\ Mat- 
foever thou fhalt bind on earth, ſhall be bound in hea- 
| ven: and whatſoever thou ſhit looſe on earth, ſhall 
be loojed in heaven —** St. Peter ſhewed himſelf 
* to be the firſt in every reſpet: he was the firſt 
to preſerve the faith: the firſt in the exerciſe of 
« divine charity: he was the firſt of the apoſtles 
«/who ſaw Jeſus Chriſt riſen from the dead, as he 
« was to be the firſt witneſs to the people of his re- 
4. furretion: he was the firll who moved to fill up 
« firmed the faith by a miracle: the firſt who con- 
« yerted the Jews: the firſt who received the Gen- 


einne $Lukennii. ga, 
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tiles into the Church: and the firſt on every oc- 
* caſion*.” And his authority which has deſcend- 
ed to his ſucceſſors in the See of Rome has been 
conſtantly acknowledged in all ages. 

St. Ireneus the diſciple of St. Polycarp, who had 
| himſelf been the diſciple of St. John; from the very 
beginning of Chriſtianity taught, that to know the 
doctrine that had been taught by and delivered 
down from the apoſtles, © all other Churches ought 
* to have recourſe to the See of Rome, on account 
of its ſupereminent principalityt.” —St. Athana- 
ſius ſays, * God has placed you and your predeceſ- 
« ſors on the ſummit of the citadel, and has com- 
„ mitted to you the care of all the Churches, to the 
« end that you ſhould afford us affiftance}.” 
Baſil writing to St. Athanaſius concerning the 
council of Ariminum, ſays;  ** It ſeems proper to 
* lay the ſtate of theſe things before the biſhop. of 
Rome, and requeſt him to annul their proceedings 
„by his ſentenceh. According to what St. Leo 
ſays; „ St. Peter alone was choſen out of the whole 
«. world to preſide over all the Gentiles who. were io 
be called to the faith, over all the apoſtles,' and 
over all the fathers of the Church: ſo that though 
« among the people of God there are many prieſts 
« and * _ yet m_ ſhould all properly 


* . a Ver. 9 1681, at the opening of the 
General Aſſembly of the French Clergy. 

+ S. Irenæus adv. hæreſ. hb. g. c. g. 

4 S. Athanaf. Ep. ad Felicem Papam. 
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„ fpeaking be governed by Peter, as they are all 
« principally governed by Jeſus Chriſt*.” So alſo 
St. Bernard writing to Pope Eugenius III. ſays: 
« You are the perſon to whom God has now com- 
« mitted the keys of heaven. There are indeed 
* others who alſo have the keys of heaven, other 
« paſtors of the flock : but you are ſo much more 
* glorious than they, inaſmuch as in both theſe 
« qualities you have inherited a different name. 
Each one of the others have particular portions 
« of the flock aſſigned to them, but the care of the 
% whole is committed only to you: you are not 
only the paſtor of the flock, os. you are more- 
over the paſtor of the paſt 
| The fathers of the rn col 

St. Leo .* Biſhop of the Univerſal Churcht.” The 
letter of Pope Adrian which the ſecond council of 
Nice inſerted amongſt its acts, declares that © the 
See of Rome being poſſeſſed of the primacy, 
u enlightens the whole univerſe as head of all the 
Churches: and it is by this means that Peter 
feeding the Church embraces all; that be has poſ- 
ſeſſed, and ftill poſſeſſes the principality in every 
place. The fourth council of Lateran declares 
that, in virtue of the divine inflitution the Roman 
- * Church holds a ſupremacy of ordinary power over 


8. Leo, Serm. g. de Aſſump. ſua, 

+ 8. Bern. lib. a. de Conſider. c. 
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* all other churches, as the mother and miſtreſ of 
*« all the fauhſu{*.” The council of Florence des 
clares, that © The Biſhop. of Rome is the head, the 
* father, the teacher of all the Churches ; and that 
* in the perſon of St. Peter he has received full pow» 
* er, and authority to feed, to direct, to govern the 
« univerſal Church, according to what has been des 
" creed by the general councils, and by the holycanonst, 
The council of Baſil acknowledges, that“ the So- 
„ vereign Pontiff is the head and primate of the 
„ Church; that he is the Vicar of Jeſus Chriſt, 
* appointed ſuch by 7e/us Chrift lime, and not by 
% men, nor by the decrees of councils ; that he is the 
* prelate and paſtor of chriſtians: that he has re- 
„ ceived from the Lord the keys of heaven: that 
he is the only one to whom it was ſaid, Thou art 
Peter (a Rock): the only one to whom @ pleni- 
* tude of power was given: and that the others 
have received only a part of the paſtoral charge: 
The fathers of this council add, Such is the 
& doctrine which we profeſs, and which we believe: 
* and our intention in this council is, to uſe our 
* endeavours to engage all to believe the Wore: 
„ with ust.“ 

. Sit, 1 well know that the Pope holds the pri- 
macy over the paſtors and over the faithful: but in 


* Conc. Lateran. IV. cpa. 5. 
+ Conc. Florentin. Sanctæ Unionis Littere, c. 4. 
2 Conc. Baſil, apud Hard. tom. G. col. g2g. See the Paltoral In- 
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the National Aſfembiy they have proved, that this 


is only a primacy of honour, and not a primacy of au- 
thority and juriſdithon. Wherefore the Pope has 
uo authority to mterfere in our preſent affairs. 

K. It is very aſtoniſhing, Sir, that any one ſhould 
dare to aſſert a thing ho contrary to faith. For ut is 
an article of faith that the viſible bead of tbe 
Church is charged to feed, to guide, and to govern 
the flock of Jeſus Chriſt. But how can he poſſibly 
govern it, if he be not veſted with an authority ſu- 
perior to each paſtor, and to each particular church: 
an authority to admoniſh, to correct, and provi- 
Gonally to ordain every thing that circumſtances may 
requite: an authority capable of binding the con- 
ſciences of the ſaiibful according to the laws of ſub- 
ordination; and which thereby becomes a centre of 

unity to all the churches in the world. Liſten 
Bow to the declaration that has been made by ſome 
of the moſt celebrated proteſlanis upon this ſubjeR. 
Capito a miniſler of Straſbourg writes thus : * God 
< bas convinced me of the injury we have done to 
* the Church by the precipitate judgment, and in- 
* conſiderate vehemence, which induced us to re- 
* jeft the Pope; for the people being now accul. 
* tomed to, and in a manner glutted with licen- 
« tiouſneſs, have all at once thrown off every rein; 
* as if they thought that by deſtroying the power 
® of the Pope, they could at the ſame time deſtray 
* the power of the ſacraments, and the authority of 
* the miniſtry*.”* Melancthon alfo ſays; © The 


„ Capito, Ep. ad Favell, See Kift, of the Variations, b. g. ». 2. 
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* ſupremacy of the Pope would contribute very 
much to preſerve an unity of doctrine“.“ 

P. If the Popes, as ſucceſſors of St. Peter, had 
a primacy of juriſdiction, they would have exerciſed 
that authority from the firſt eſtabliſhment of Chriſ- 
tianity; but we are told that there does not appear 
the leaft trace of the exerciſe of this power in the 
firſt ages of Chriſtianity: and that if they are at 
preſent in poſſeſſion of this power, it is becauſe that 
in proceſs of time yy have gradually aſſumed it to 
themſelves. 

RN. To confute this imputation I need do no 
more than relate ſome of the facts which we find 
recorded in eceleſiaſtical hiſtory. 

In the firſt age, Pope Clement, diſciple of St, 
Peter, wrote a moſt ſpirited letter to the Church of 
Corinth, in which he condemns the diſſenſions 
which then ſubſiſled in that Churchf. 

In the ſecond age, Pope Victor being deſi om 
that all che Churches ſhould keep the Feaſt of Eaſter 
at the ſame time, decreed that it ſhould be kept 
throughout the whole world on the ſunday immo- 
diately following the firſt full moon. 

In the third century, Pope Stephen forbad che 
biſhops of Africa to re-baptize thoſe who had been 
baptized by hereticks?.” —The biſhops of Spain 
having depoſed Baſilides and Martialis; theſe ap- 
pealed to Rome; and the biſhops of Spain, ſo far 
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| from complaining of that appeal, ſent deputies to 
Rome to requeſt a confirmation of the ſentence of 
depoſition which they had pronounced“. -St. Dio- 
nyſius of Alexandria having been accuſed of Sa- 
bellianiſm, addreſſed his apology to the Biſhop of 
Rome: and the then Pope, St. Dionyſus, after hav- 
ing examined his cauſe in a council, declared him 
innocentf. 

In the fourth century, che Pope St. Melchiades 
decided the cauſe of Cecilian Biſhop of Carthageg. 
— The biſhops of Gaul deſired him to confirm the 
decrees they bad drawn up relative to diſcipliney. 
— Pope Silveſter being informed of the diſturban. 
ces excited by Arius in the Church of Alexandria, 
deputed Hoſius to preſide in his name in a council 
that was held on that ſubjea|.—St. Athanaſius, Paul 
of Conſtantinople, Marcellus of Ancyra, Aſclepas 
of Gaza, and ſeveral other biſhops appealed to the 
Holy See, from the ſentences pronounced againſt 
them. Fleury ſays, * All the condemned biſhops 
* appealed to the Holy See, becauſe the dignity 
and prerogative of that See gave it a right to take 
care of all the Churches.” 

In the fifth century, the biſhops of Africa deſired 
Innocent I. and bis ſucceſſor to confirm the con- 


* Fenty, ibid. | 

"4 Labbe, tom. » Cong. col. 632. 
1 Labbe, tom. x Conc. col. 140% 
{ Ibid. col. 1403. 
J Ibid. col. 14999. 
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demnation of the errors of Pelagius: St. Chryſoſtom 
having been depoſed by an unlawful petty council 
held in the ſuburbs of Chalcedon called de Chene, 
appealed to the Pope, who re- eſlabliſned him in his 
See, and depoſed Acacius who had been intruded in 
his place“. Pope Zozimus confirmed the privi- 
leges of the Metropolitan of Arlest.—The fathers 
of the Third General Council, held at Epheſus, 
declared that it was by the authority of the ſacred 
canons, and in virtue of the letter of Celeſtine the 
flirſt, that they aſſembled in that council, and that 
they condemned Neſtorius t. Polychronius being 
accuſed before Sixtus the third ; that Pope named 
legates to judge the cauſe upon the ſpoth.—St. Leo 
the ſecond reverſed the ſentence which the Metro. 
politan of Arles had pronounced againſt the Biſhop 
Celidonius|.—And Flavian Biſhop of Conſtanti- 
nople, having been condemned- by the falſe coun- 
cil of Epheſus, appealed to the Sovereign Pontiff, 
who annulled the adds of 8 council, and . 
liſhed Flavian L. | 

At the beginning of he geh century, John, Pa- 
triarch of Conſtantinople, put an end to the ſchiſm, 
by joining the other biſhops in anathematizing Aca- 
cius and his ſucceſſors, and the others who ſupport- 
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ted the ſchiſm; according to the decree of Pope 
Hormiſdas“.— Pope Agapetus being at Conſtanti- 
nople in the year 536 he was requeſted to tranſlate 
Anthimus Biſhop of Trebiſond to the See of Con- 
ſtantinople: the Emperor ſolicited, and the Em- 
preſs threatened the Pope: Agapetus aſſembled a 
council in that ſame city, in which, he on the con- 
trary depoſed Anthimus for refuſing to profeſs the 
faith of the council of Chalcedont.—While he re- 
mained in the ſame city, many complaints were 
made to him by the biſhops of the eaſt, and by 
abbots of Conſlaatinople, Jeruſalem, and other 
places concerning abuſes which had been introdu- 
ced: but he being prevented by death, was obliged 
to leave the care of removing thoſe abuſes to his 
ſucceſſors, If I had a mind to continue the rela- 
tion of ſuch hiſtorical facts, I ſhould never finiſh. 
But what I have already ſaid, ſeems more than ſuf- 
ficient to prove that ſuch was the doctrine, and the 
practice of the ſix firſt ages of the Church; that is, 
the ages enlightened by the moſt illuſtrious doftors 
of the Church, ſuch: as St. Ireneus, St. Baſil, the 
St. Gregory's, St. Athanaſius, St. Ambroſe and St. 
Auſtin; ages, in which, being ſo near to the time of 
che apoſiles, eccleſiaſtical diſcipline was obſerved 
with all exatineſs: and ages in which the authority 
of the ſucceſſors of St. Peter to govern the whole 
Chriſtian world was always unanimouſly acknow- 


ledged. 
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P. After what you have ſaid, Sir, I can no longer 
doubt that the Popes are poſſeſſed of a primacy of 
juriſdiclion. But how does this agree with the 
principles of the Gallican Church; for I have often 
heard ſay, that the Gallican Church does not ac- 
knowledge the Pope's authority. 

R. To ſay that the Gallican Church does not ac- 
knowledge the juriſdiction of the Pope is nothing 
| lefs than a downright ſlander. The clergyaſſembled 
at Melun in the year 1579 ſays, Let every one 
« believe and profeſs what is believed and profeſſed 
« by the Roman Church, which is the mother and 
0 miſtreſs of all Churches, the pillar and ground of 
the faith, and to, which on account of its ſupre- 
„ macy it is neceſſary that every Church ſhould 
© have recourſe*.” In 1653, Thiity one biſhops of 
France, in a letter addreſſed to Pope Innocent X. 
acknowledged, as © a principle grounded on the 
« promiſes of Jeſus Chriſt, and confirmed by the 
acts of the primitive popes, that the deciſions of 
„the Holy See, when confulted by the biſhops con- 
« cerning matters of faith, are grounded on, and 
« ſupported by the ſovereign authority over the 
« whole Church which God has given to that See, 
« and to which deciſions all Chriſtians are obliged 
« to ſubmit their underſtandingt.”—It was princi- 
pally in the Aſſemblies of 1681 and 1682, that the 


Clergy of France ſolemnly publiſhed their proſeſ- 
ſion of faith; it was in thoſe Aſſemblies that the 
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four famous propoſitions were drawn up which are 
*conſidered as the baſis of the liberties of the Galli- 
can Church, and which ſome perſons inceſſantly op- 
poſe to the juriſdiction of the Holy See: but in 
thoſe very Aſſemblies the biſhops not only acknow- 
ledged the juriſdiction of that See, as an article of 
Faul; but moreover loudly complained of the a- 
buſe which innovators had made of the doftrine of 
the Clergy, in order to attack the authority of the 
Holy See. In the Aſſembly of 1684; they com- 
plain © that under pretext of defending the liber. 
n ties of the Gallican Church, many perſons en» 
« deavoured to weaken the ſupremacy which Jeſus 
« Chriſt gave to St. Peter and to the Sovereign 
*« Pontiffs his ſucceſſors; that theſe innovators in- 
e jure the obedience which is due to them from all 
« Chriſtians, and diminiſh the majeſty of the Apo- 
* ſtolick See, by which the unity of the Church is 
« preſerved, and by which the faith is announced.” 
— They add “ that queſtions relative to faith are 
« principally to be decided by the Pope; and that 
his decrees extend to all Churches in general and 
« in particular; although they be not irreformable 
« unleſs they meet with the approbation of the uni- 
« yerſal Church“.“ | 
The Faculty of Theology of Paris has conſtantly 
profeſſed the ſame doctrine. In 1617 they con- 
demned as lerelical and ſchiſmatical the doctrine of 
Mark Anthony de Dominis (Biſhop of Spoletto) 
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concerning the equality of the apoſtles; © if,” ſay 
they, that equality be underſtood to mean an 
* equality of ordinary apoſtolical juriſdiftion, which 
belongs only to St. Peter“ .“ In the doftrinal deci- 
ciſion addreſſed to the Parliament of Paris in 168g, 
they expreſs themſelves in theſe words. In con- 
* {ſequence of the reſpe& which the Sacred Faculty 
* has always entertained for the Apoſtolick See, 
they think themſelves bound to explain, in a few 
* words, and to repeat again expreſsly what they 
„have often before taught: that is, that the Bz/hop 
* of Rome, was, by divine authority appointed Soues 
% reign Pontiff in the Church: that all Chriſtians 
are bound to obey him; and that HE HAS RE- 
CEIVED FROM JESUS CHRIST, act only a primacy 
* of honour, BUT ALSO A PRIMACY OF POWER 
% AND JURISDICTION THROUGHOUT THE 
* WHOLE CHURCHF,” 
HP. Does it, Sir, from hence follow, that we are 
to conſider the Pope's anſwer, as having the force 
of a law, and that all the faithful are obliged in con- 
ſcience to obey it. 

R, Sir, it is certain that whenever the Pope pro- 
nounces a ſentence in a matter of doctrine, of mo- 
rals, or of diſcipline, and that this ſentence is ac- 
cepted by the biſhops, it bas the force of a law 


throughout the whole Church, and lays every one of 
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the faithful under an obligation to obey it. This 
evidently follows from the principles I have proved. 
It is by theſe means that the primacy of juriſdiction 
which I have proved to belong to the Holy See, is exer- 
ciſed. Wherefore from the moment in which the 
Pope ſhall have decided, and the biſhops ſhall have 
acquieſced in his deciſion; the voice of the Pope 
united to that of the biſhops becomes to us the 
voice of the Church : then, ſubmiſſion is a duty ; 
and reſiſtance would be a fin. 

P. However, Sir, it is very aſtoniſhing that we 
ſhould be ſo dependent on a foreign Power, and on 
a man who might abuſe his authority. 

R. Sir, I requeſt you to obſerve that the Pope 
does not make decrees as a temporal Prince, nor in 
matters purely civil: but only as Head of the 
Church, and in matters which belong to his ſpiritual 
juriſdiction. Now what inconvenience can there 
be that he ſhould exerciſe his ſpiritual juriſdiction 
over the Catholicks who are difperſed throughout 
the different countries of the Chriſtian world ? Do 
you think thatthe Pope could govern the Church, 
if the laws he makes, and which are accepted by 
the Church, did not oblige all the faithful, in what 
country ſoever they might happen to live? And 
as there are two different powers by which the world 
is governed; the one in civil, and the other in reli- 
gious matters: has not each of them a right to de- 
cide in all matters that belong to its reſpective tribu- 
nal: and is not every one obliged to ſubmit to 
thoſe deciſions? In fine, Sir, would it not be very 

aſtoniſhing 
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aſtoniſhing if the ſucceſſor of St. Peter had not 
Tight to require obedience from any more than a 
part of the Church; and not from the whole 
®Church when he ſpeaks in conjunction with the 
Ybody of biſhops ? 
Lou ſeem to fear that the Pope might abuſe his 
authority, But you ought to do juſtice to the Pope 
who at the preſent moment fills the Chair of St. 
Peter. All the world well knows how deſerving he 
is of our confidence, by his eminent virtues, by the 
extent of his learning, and by the prudence and 
moderation for which he is very remarkable. But 
beſides theſe, the authority of the Pope is by no 
means deſpotic. The Clergy of France has ſo- 
lemnly declared, that “ the exerciſe of the apoſto- 
flick power ought to be regulated according to the 
* canons made by the Church, and conſecrated by 
« the general reſpect of the whole univerſe*. And 
when the exerciſe of this authority 1s contained 
within its due bounds, it is a duty incumbent on 
every one to ſubmit to it. All” ſays Boſſuet, © all 
are ſubjeR to his keys, kings and people, paſtors 
« and their flocks. We publiſh this with joy; for 
« \we love unity, and we look on our obedience as 
« our gloryt.” 

P. What, Sir, Do you think, that refuſing ſub- 
- miſſion to the deciſion of the Pope when acting in 


® Declar. Cleri Gallic. de Eccl. poteſt. art. 2. 
+ Boſſuct's Sermon preached at the opening of the Geaerdd A 
ſrmbly of the Clergy of France, 164. 
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econſuntlion with the biſhops, would be refuſing 
obedience to Jeſus Chriſt! 

R. This conſequence, Sir, at which you are aſto- 
niſhed, nevertheleſs follows from the very principles 
laid down in your catechſm. Do you not there 
read, that the Church is an Aﬀembly of the Faith- 
ful, who, under the government of lawful paſtors, 
make but one body, of which Jeſus Chriſt is the 
head? Wherefore to make but one body with Je- 
fus Chriſt, to belong to the Church, we muſt con- 
tinue under the government of lawful paſtors, and 
we muſt liſten to them, and obey them. Now 
theſe lawful paſtors who are charged with the care 
of our ſouls, and whom we are commanded to o- 
bey, are the Sovereign Pontiff, and the body of the 
biſhops. Theſe are our guides, theſe are they by 
whoſe mouths the Church ſpeaks to us: and there- 
fore he who will not liſten to theſe, he who ſeparates 
himſelf from theſe, no longer holds connexion with 
the centre of unity; he ceaſes to be a Roman Ca- 
tholick, he ceaſes to be a member of the Church, 
and refuſes obedience to Jeſus Chriſt. 

This doctrine is by no means new: it has been 
tranſmitted to us by tradition from the apoſtles, and 
from Jeſus Chriſt. Hear what the illoſtrious mar- 
tyr St, Ignatius, who had ſeen the apoſtles, writes 
to the faithful who lived in his time. You are 
« obedient to your biſhop as to Jeſus' Chriſt, and 
« this is what makes me conſider you as living, not 
* according to the maxims of men, but according 
» to thoſe of Jeſus Chriſt who died for us Let 

« no 
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no one do any thing but with the approbation of 
the biſhop.— It behoveth us to reſpect him as one 
« who is the repreſentative of the Father Let us 
« all adhere to the biſhop, as Jeſus Chriſt adhered 
to his Father; in things that concern the Church, 
« Jet no one do any thing without the leave of the 
*« biſhop#®.” Hear alſo what St, Jerom wrote to 
Pope Damaſus, I belong to no other head but je- 
* ſus Chriſt: Iam united in communion with your 
© Holineſs, that is, with the Chair of Peter. I 
„ know that the Church is built upon this Rock: 
« whoſoever eats the Lamb out of this houſe, is 
profane; whoſoever ſhall not be found within the 
ark of Noah, will periſh in the deluget.” 

P. But, Sir, if all that you have ſaid be true, 
how happens it that ſo many Eccleſiaſticks, fo many 
ReQors of Pariſhes, and ſo many Doctors in Divi- 
nity have taken the oath ? 

R. To this, Sir, I anſwer, that in this matter we 
ought not to regulate our condutt by the example 
of others; but we ought to adhere to true princi- 
ples, and act conformable to them: the number 
of thoſe who have taken the oath is undoubt- 
edly conſiderable, yet it is not ſo great as they re- 
port it to be: and it would have been much leſs 
if thoſe who took it had not been ſurrounded by 
ſo many means of ſeduction: many of thoſe who 
were at firſt drawn in, being overcome by the con- 


. S. Ignat. Mart. Ep. ad Trall, & ad Smyra, 
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tinual remorſe of their conſciences, bave afterwards 
retracted their oath : and there is every reaſon to 
believe that the greateſt part of the reſt will in like 
manner retract, as ſoon as they ſhall know that the 
Pope in conjunction with the body of biſhops de- 
clares the oath to be unlawful : moreover, the autho- 
rity of thoſe who refuſe the oath is of far greater 
weight, than that of thoſe who take it. For, not 
to make now any compariſon which could not fail 
of being very humiliating to the perſons whom I 
pity, it is very evident, that, except only a few in- 
ſtances, thoſe who have taken it, are not remarkable 
either for their learning, or their ſacerdotal virtues: 
and if you will not allow me to ſuppoſe that thoſe 
who took it, did ſo through fear of being turned out 
of their places, or through a defire of being pro- 
moted; it is at leaſt an undeniable truth that their 
obedience to the decrees of the Aſſembly has not 
occaſhoned them to ſacrifice any temporal imtereſt 
whatſoever: while on the contrary tboſe who refuſe 
the oath, expoſe themſelves to the danger of loſing 
their offices, their fortunes, and their temporal bap- 
pineſs: and therefore nothing but the force of 
truth, and their attachment to their duties could 
have induced them to follow this line of con- 

duct. | 
P. But Sir, may it not be ſaid that the reaſons 
they alledge to juſtify their refuſal of the oath, 
are nothing more than falſe pretexts invented by 
the Clergy to refiſt the National Aſſembly, to keep 
| themſelves 
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themſelves from being turned out of their places: 
and poſſibly to bring about a counter · revolution? 

R. I think, Sir, 1 have plainly demonſttated o 
you, that among the decrees of the new conſti- 
tution, there are many that invade objects of a pa- 
ture purely ſpiritual, many that ate contrary to the 
principles of your faith, and in a word, many which 
tend to introduce ſuch changes as no power but that 
of the Church can make; and which, far from re- 
ſtoring the primitive diſcipline, entirely disfigures 
| it, Hence the ſuſpicion you juſt now mentioned, 
of itſelf falls io the ground, For how can the 
Clergy of France be accuſed of ſiniſter inten- 
tions, when it is manifeſt, that the cauſe they de. 
fend is that of religion: and that their preſent 
conduct is juſtified by the conſtant dotitine of the 
Church, and even by reaſon itſelf. 

What, Sir, will you ſuffer yourſelf to be ſeduced 
by the ſlanders which wicked men inceſſantly pro- 
pagate againſt our chief paſtors? Do not you know 
that the eagerneſs with which they labour to depre- 
ciate them in the opinion of the common people, 
is the work of inſidels who have combined againſt 
religion, and endeayour to corrupt in the hearts of 
the faithful, their belief of, and ſubmiſſion to the 
goſpel, by engaging them to deſpiſe the miniſlers 
of the goſpel. They fallely charge ſome of them 
with yices, but they make not the leaſt mention of 
the great number of thoſe amongſt them who have 
rendered themſelves praiſe-wortby by their learning 
and their virtues. They accuſe them of being at- 
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tached to their worldly goods: but notwithſtanding 
the ſolid reaſons which the Clergy have to regret 
their being deprived of them, yet they do not com- 
plain, they do not open their mouths on the ſub- 
ject: they endure their being plundered, with a de- 
gree of patience which poſterity will be conſtrained 
to admire. They are ſuſpected of attempting a 
counter- revolution: but where are their arms, or 
their protettors. Being now in the hands of thoſe who 
are both their judges and their enemies, they have 
no other reſource but that of ſubmiſſion to the will 
of God, nor any. other deſire than that their ſuffer- 
ings way do honour to the faith, and contribute to 
the good of their country, without prejudice to the 
ſalvation of ſouls. . 

P. There is however one reproach with which 
the Clergy may be juſtly charged; and, that is that 
in reſiſting the decrees of the Aſſembly, they are 
guilty of diſobedience: and is it not very aſtoniſh- 
ing that they ſhould ſet an example of diſobedience 
who ought to be the foremoſt to preach and to 
praftiſe ſubmiſſion to the ruling powers. | 

R. Sir, When the Civil Power commands a thing 
which it has no authority to command ; to refuſe to 
do it, is no violation of the right of him who com- 
mands; it is not an att of diſobedience. The Aſſembly 
require us to take an oath ; but I have proved, that 
that oath is contrary to our conſciences: and con- 
trary to the oath we have taken in our ordination, 
Ought we then to fly in the face of the Almighty, in 


order that we may do what the National Aﬀembly 
| commands? 
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command? Is not this directly contrary to what the 
ſcripture ſays; that * we ought to obey God, ra- 
ther than mend.“ And if we ſhould depart from 
this maxim, would not the Faithful themſelves have 
very good reaſon to reproach us? 

P. Sir, Far from reproaching you, they would 
think you praiſe-worthy. Every one ardently 
wiſhes that all the Eccleſiaſticks would take the 
oath; and they fear that the reſiſtance made by ſo 
great a number of them may at length turn to the 
detriment of the Church itſelf, 

R. It would be very aſtoniſhing, Sir, that Chriſ- 
tians ſhould take it ill that we refuſe to take an oath 
which we think we are bound in conſcience to re. 
fuſe. We, as well as they, are animated with a de- 
ſire of peace; we as well as they wiſh that there 
was no oppoſition between the new decrees and the 
goſpel; but, as things now are, we are obliged to 
refuſe taking the oath; and in ſo doing we obey 
the voice of religion, of which we are the mini- 
fters: we defend the intereſts of the nation itſelf, 
which cannot eſteem any thing to be more precious 


than our holy religion. If our predeceſſors bad 
given way to the inſults offered to the faith in ſe. 


veral ages, the doctrine of the goſpel would not have 
been tranſmitted to us in its purity. The principles 
of faith are unchangeable; we have received them, 
and we will deliver them to our ſucceſſors as they 
were delivered to us, without any alteration, All 
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true Chriſtians expect this from us: even thoſe who 
are at preſent ſeduced, will applaud our firmneſs, as 
foon as the charm ſhall be diſpelled by which they 
are now bewitched, and all ſucceeding ages ſhall 
bear witneſs of our fidelity to God and his Church. 

P. But, Sir, I tremble when I refle& on the evils 
which your refuſal of the oath are likely to pro- 
_ Quce; for at length you yourſelf will be obliged to 
leave your country, What an affliftion will it be 
to all your pariſhioners to find themſelves deprived 
of a paſtor whom they have fo many motives to 
eſteem! What a loſs will it be to thoſe who are 
guided by your advice, and to the poor whom you 
affift! And what will at length become of yourſelf ? 
I know that you have no fortune: and having been 
alway very charitable you have not uſed any precau- 
tion to Jay up any thing for your future ſupport : 
will you then ſuffer yourſelf to be reduced to po- 
verty and diftreſs, at a time when age and infirmi- 
ties are likely to multiply your wants? My beart is 
ready to break at this reflection. | 
Ke. Sir, the pity you expreſs for my ſituation, fills 
me with fentiments of gratitude. It is indeed a 
great affliction to me to be obliged to retire from 
my flock who are ſo dear to me, and to think that 
they may be left deſtitute of a paſtor, or perhaps 
fall into the hands of ſome intruder who will not 
have any authoruy from the Church io govern them. 
If, to prevent ſo many evils, nothing more were re- 
quired of me, than to ſacrifice my property and my 


life, I would do it with joy. But as I cannot do 
what 
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what the Aſſembly requires of me without offending 
God; I am reſolved to endure whatever may 
happen to me. But in what place ſoever I may 
happen to be, I will not ceaſe to pray to God for 
the flock he has committed to my charge. I hope 
that the ſame divine providence that feeds the 
fowls of the air, will watch over me. If it ſhould 
happen that I ſhould come to experience the ri- 
gours of poverty; I will reflect on the condition of 
the many afflicted people to whom I have afforded 
conſolation: I will unite my ſufferings with theirs, 
and with thoſe of my divine Redeemer; and I will 
comfort myſelf with the hope of coming one day 
to the poſſeſſion of thoſe incorruptible treaſur e 
whichthe Almighty has prepared in the next life, 
for thoſe who have been afflicted in this world. 

P. Virtuous paſtor! I admire your faith, I com- 
mend your reſolution. Your example aſſects me, 
and is as perſuaſive to my heart as the powerful rea- 
ſons you have alledged to gonvince me, are to my 
underſtanding. May the Almighty watch over you, 
and over this lock. May he give you a hundred 
fold reward for the good you have done amongſt us; 
and may he vouchſafe to open the eyes of thoſe 
who now are ſo unhappy as to ſuffer themſelves to 
be dragged on in the paths which lead to perdition. 
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